REMARKS 

Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for the telephonic interview of February 2, 
2006 wherein the structural differences between the invention of the instant application 
and the Nakamura reference were discussed. While no agreement as to the claims was 
made, the structural differences of the plunger 26 of the instant invention and the plunger 
34 of Nakamura were described. Applicants undersigned representative indicated that the 
Examiner has incorrectly identified the piston 30 and/or the plunger holder 28 of 
Nakamura as the claimed plunger. An RCE is being submitted herewith to clarify the 
claim and describe those differences. Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for her 
consideration of the matter. 

This is in response to the final office action dated November 3, 2005 wherein 
claim 3 was rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as being anticipated by Nakumura et al and 
claim 4 was rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nakumura et al in 
view of Namie et al. 

Claim 3 has been amended to clarify that the plunger 26 engages the wrapping 
transmission member and that plunger 26 includes a rack thereon for interaction with the 
pawl as claimed. Nakamura does not have this structure. Rather, Nakamura has a piston 
30/plunger holder 28 as described at col. 4, line 40 which includes a rack thereon. 
Nakamura describes its plunger as item 34 at col. 4, line 22. 

Claim 4 is dependent on allowable claim 3 and reconsideration is respectfully 



KLMikrm 
8193-rce 



5 



requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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